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1. The shoreline of the USSR extends to over 50,000 kilometers. °0X1

The maritime borders of the country are two and a half times
longer than the land bnwders. The slgniflcance of the maritims
borders for communicatiuns, especlally external communications,
is reduted by the severe climatic condltions prevalling on the
waters of the Northern Arctic Ocean {except the western part of
it), and also by the fact that the USSR has no outlets from the
Baltic and the Black Sea. Nevertheless, the sea lanes and
maritime transport are of very great importance to the USSR.

2. Short-distance coastal shlpping, between ports of one sea to
another, 1s particularly well developed, and during 1940
represented 96% of the total volume of merchant shipplng,
tonnage-wise.

3. Long-distance cosati 1l shipplng between ports of dlfferent basins,
and overseas trade are of minor significance and in 1940
represented only four per cent of the total volume of merchant
shipping, tonnage-wise, although the volume increased somewhat
during the post-World War II perlod.

4, Shipping in the Caspilan and Azov-Black Sea basins comprises
over 60% of the total volume of Soviet merchant trade.
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5. The great advantage of the Azov-Black Sea basin lies In the fact
that most of the ports do not become ice-locked and in the near-
nessuoruthe grain-producing areas, metallurgical centers and
coal and o1l filelds. Merchant shipping in this basin serves the
adjacent areas of the Ukraine, Krym and the Caucasus and some
shipments to foreign countries and to ports of other USSR
basins originate here.

6. Navigation on the Casplan Sea 18 restricted by reason of 1ts
isolated position and shallow waters in the northern part. The
Casplan Sea provides for goods exchange between the adjacent
areas of the Caucasus, Kazakhstan, Central Asla and the Lower
Volga. Forelgn goods exchange with Iran is quite insignificant.

7. The construction of the Volga-Don ship canal does not prove
to be substantially signiflcant as far as any increase in freight
turnover in the Caspian Sea 1s concerned. This is confirmed by
the following statlstics on frelght transport over the Volga-Don
canal from 1952 to 1955

1952 o - 500,000 to 550,000 tons

. 1953 - 1500,000 to 1,650,000 tons
1954 - 1,900,000 to 2;100,000 tons
1955 - 2,500,000 to 2,800,000 tons

These figures mainly represent rilver froight transport volumes.

8. According to the newspapers "Rechnyy Transport” and "Morskoy
Flot" published during 1952, as well as the "Vodnyy Transport"
gazette for the year 1953, communicatlons between the Caspilan
Sea and the other seas via the Volga-Don Canal are of no more
than a casual nature, such as the transfer’ of shlps agsigned to
the Casplan Sea Shipping Line and passage of expeditional vessels
through the canal from .the Black Sea. Only single vessels passed
through the Volga-Don canal carrying freight from the Black Sea
to the Caspian Sea. From the data published in the Maritime and
River Fleet Ministry gazette 1t may pe established that
altogether only three or four runs of vessels wilth freight from
the Azov and Black Sea to the Caspian Sea occurred during 1952
ané 1953. -

9. The case of the Volga-Don canal is actually similar to that of
the Moscow-Volga Canal. During the bullding of the latter,
propaganda screamed practically all over the world that once this
canal was bullt the largest maritime vesgels would be able to
peach Moscow, but during the 15 years the canal has been in
existence (it was opened 1n summer of 1938), not even small
maritime lighters have entered Moscow. .

10, Communications between the Casplan and other seas are hampered

) by the great difficulty marltime vessels encounter in passage
petween the shallow northern area of the Casplan Sea and the
vVolga-Don canal.

11. From the speed with which all this propaganda that "the USSR
sea basins were Jolned as a pesult of the construction of the
Volga-Don Canal," that "Moscow became the port of five seas,"
etc came to a stop, 1t may be assumed that the influence of the
Volga-Don canal on changing the volume and structure of shipping
on the Casplan Sea 1is entirely insignificant, at least for the
present time and during the next few years ahead.

12. The basic significance of the Baltlc Sea lies in the fact that it
opens a way for vessels to enter the Atlantic Ocean in addition
to being used for short dlstance coastal shipping.
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13. Shipping in ‘the waters of the Nérthern Arctic Ocean is hampered
by the &evere climatic conditions which prevail in the area.
Only the Barents Sea because of warm ocean currentg does not
. freeze ‘over. North-of Novaya zZemlya the waters are ice-bound
up to nine months a year, In this area the Northern sea lane 1s
of great importance. : ' :

14, The waters of the Paclfilc Qcean, the Okhotsk, Japan, and Bering
. geas are difficult for maritime transport operations because of
their long lce-bound perlods and great distance from the
egconomical areas of the country. However, in 1950 shipping
in the Far East basin'increased 2.5 times over the 1940 volume
es '8 result of the assimilatlon (annexation) of the Far East

and the areas of the extreme north.

15. Up to 1947 complete index figures on merchant shipplng were
published in the departmental press (gazettes and magazines) end
in the "Morskoy Flot" gazettes and magazines, By order of the
Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR of 9 Jun 47,
divulging of information, not only of militery but also economlc
neture, was forbldden, As & result publiecation of absolute

: ritime transport operations was discontinued.

50X1 1t was & known faoct that the total
volume of &re ﬁ : Jtne’ USSR maritime trensport in 1940
consisted of 3l million tons and 12.4 billion ton/miles (23
pillion ton/kilometers). It should be borne in mind that the
calculation of the USSR maritime fleet transport utilization
(quantity of tons on distance of transports) is always made 1n
ton/miles, whereby sea miles are taken (1 mile equal to 1.85
kilometers), while in other fields of transport ‘piver, railroad,
automobilg,hair)'culeulation of the transport utilization in the
USSR is made in ton/kilometers.

16. Kg%%%ﬁgiggy,'(rnu), Teohnical Science candldate, in his article
en led "Por Effective Cooperation in Operations of Maritime and
Railroed Transport,” whlch was published in the magazine "Morskoy
?lot,” No 11, Novermber 15952, and the editorial of the magazine
"porskoy Flob," No 2, 1gaue of February 1951, points out thet in
1950 the freight turnover of maritime transport ingressed by 65%
and the yolume of transport in tons increased to 66% in comparison g,
with phghlghqwnvorigp. This was alsc published in other "Morskey
g}at" pited and magagines in 1951 and 1952, |

e

i7. OorisbdubHEly ve bome 4o the conslusior tha fne volume of freight
handled by the USSR maritime transport during the 1930 shipping
season ooneisted ofy

6.4 million tons, _
0.5 billien ton/miles (38 billlen ton/kilometers)

This is the first confirmation of transport figures previously
given by me.

18, Ariother confirmation is evident from the rcllawini. the same
erbicle by Xoldomassov the follewing 4s stated: In 1940 the
specifio volume of the USSR maritime trans ort in short distande
coastal shipping represented 96% of the total volume of freight
h;nd&q&fbg”mar& ime transport in tons, Of this, spproximately
2/3 of al transports in short-distance coastal shipping was con-
fingd to transport of oil products and 1/3 to transport of dry

_goods, /

50X1

I — TFTHIB¥VEIGﬁ5456ﬁEibted~of
,7 million tona and was shared among the following shipping
lines:
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caspian oil tanker shipping line "Kasptanker" - 9.8 million tons
Astrakhan oil tanker shipping line "Reydtanker"-7.5 million tons
‘Black Sea oil.tanker shipping line "govtanker'- 3.4 million tons
Rémaining shipping lines (mainly Far Eastern) - 1.0 million tons

Total 21.7 million tons

Q0 TP

19. 8ince shipments of oil products in 1940 made up 2/3 of the total
~ yolume of transports in short~distance coastal shipping, and

shipments of dry cargo made up 1/3 of the total volume of trans-
ports in short-distance coastal shlpping, the volume of dry
cargo shipping tonsisted of approximately 11 million tons. The
total volume of short-distance coastal shipping in 1940 consistec
of 32.7 million tons, or 96% of the total volume of USSR shipplng.
Consequently the total volume of transports in the USSR 1n 1840
consigted of 34.0 million tons, in this number:

éa; In short-distance coastal shipping 32,7 million tons .
b) In long-distance coastal shipping and
overseas shipping 1.3 million tons

20. Koldomassov's article states further that 84.5% of all freight
hendled by USSR maritime transport fell to the Casplan and
Azov-Black dea basin. 1940, Besldes, Soviet departmental liter-
ature (gezettes and magazines of the Merchant and River Fleet
Ministry) and even. .the public news medla published information
to the effect that over .80% of the volume of cargo in the Casplan
Sea in 1940 consisted of oil products, _

21. In the following sections of this report I shall list data on
the voluma‘of.freight handled by USSR Merchant Shipping per
year‘per‘abipping-line. ‘

pransports in 1940

oo s carried by each individual shipping line, the total volume
of shipping in 1940 was distributed as follows:

Designation of shipping lines and maln
sdministrations in whose system the Volgﬁilggnsgégging in
shipping line operates

e el b e .
- e o oy S O s i e ol e g < ﬁ*w'-‘h_ﬂaqmq-*np——?--———.’——..,--..

(a) Shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA"

1) Black Sea Dry Cargo Line 3.5
2) Azov Line 1.1
3) SOCHI Line 0.1
1) caspian Dry Cargo Line "Kaspflot" 3.4

e o o o o b e o

(B) Shipping line " GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"

1) Baltic Line 0.8
23} Murmansk Line 0.5
3Y Northern Line 0.6

e o e = e o ot 2 e o mfp o e SR S

Total per shipping line " GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA" 1.9

e e o e e e o o e e e om S

(¢) Shipping line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA"

(1) Far Eastern Line 3.3
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(D) Shipping line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA"
1) Caspisn: 01l Tanker Line "Kasptanker" 9.8
2) Astrakhan 01l Tank Line "Reydtanker" 7.5
3y Black Seéa 01l Tanker Line "Sovtanker" ' . 3.4
Total perishipping line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA" 20.7 o
Sum total of merchant shipping 34,0
——-----—‘-'-4——--'-_——--—-—----‘-—?Q-——----------—-—— L ———————————————

23, The volume of ton/mile merchant shipping in 1940 consisted of
12.4 billion ton/miles (23 billion ton/kilometers). The
average distance was 365 miles (676 kilometers). The sharp
drop in the volume of ton/mile shipping in 1940 as compared
to 1937 should be noted (1937 was the last year of the third
five-year plan). 1In 1937 the volume of ton/mile shipping con-
slsted of 20 billion ton/miles (37 billion ton/klilometers).
This drop is explained by the start of World War II in 1939, as
a result of which Soviet vessels almost discontinued navigation
beyond the limits of Soviet Union waters. The volume of cargo
deadwelight in 1940 was 24.6 ton/miles per ton of the dead
weight per 24 hours of operatlon while that of oll cargo dead
weight in 1940 was 70.4 ton/miles per ton of the dead welght
per 24 hours of operation..

oli. The data on shipments in 1940 were obtained by me from articles
written by the chief of the fleet sector of the Planning/Economic
section of the former Merchant Fleet Minlstry, Mr (fnu) Turetskov.
The articles were published in the "Morskoy Flot" magazine,
No 12,. December 1952, under the title "Qualitative Indices on the
Explo%tatiOn of the Maritime Transport Fleet in the New Five-Year
Plan,

25, Analyzing the disgtribution of the total volume of merchant
freight handled by each shipping line, the following should be
noteds . ... . . ... ... . .

(a) Shipments on the Casplan Sea constltuted the largest
volume of transports in 1940 and conslsted of 20.7 million
tons or 61% of the total volume of all shipments. Of this

© total; 83.5% of the volume in the Caspian Sea congisted of

. o011 (17.3 million tons).

(b) Shipments in the Azov-Black Sea basin represented 8.1
million tons or 24% of the total volume of cargo handled
by USSR maritime transport. In 1940 cargoes handled in
the Azov-Black Sea basin were mainly of domestic nature
(for consumption in the interior of the USSR) due to the
start of World War II. The Soviet government did not want
to take a chance to send the vessels on long trips because
1t was afrald it might lose them. Even if ships traveled
beyond the limits of USSR waters, this happened in only

- yvery lsolated cases. Part of the freight was channelled
to the Duna River for subsequent dellvery to Germany with
' whose government the Soviet government had concluded a
treaty of ::lendship and commerce at the time.

(¢) When examining the volume of merchant shipping on the Azov-
Black Sea and Caspian basins in 1940, it will be noted that
1t represented 28.8 million tons -or 84.5% of the total
volume of freight handled by USSR merchant shipping.

(d) Shipping in the basins of the Far East and in the Baltic,
Barents and White Seas in 1940 congisted altogether of only
5.2 million tons or 15.5% of the total volume of merchant
shipping. From this total, the most signifilcant volume
fell to the Far East basin and consisted of 3.3 million tons.
The fact that shipping in the Baltic Sea and in the basins of
the Barents and White Sea came to such a small volume may be
explained by the following: In Europe at that time World
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War II had started and the sea lanes were blockaded by
warring natlons. Essentlally the Soviet government bottled
up the fleet in the Baltic, Barents and Whilte Seas. Frelight
going to Germany from Leningrad was mostly shipped 1in
_German bottoms and very rarely in Soviet vessels. |

50X1

,//;
MWholesale transfer to seamen from the Baltic fleet

for duty with "Kasptanker," "Kaspflot" and partially the
Far Eastern shipping line was made. About the same

- -gituation prevalled in the Murmansk and Northern shipplng
1ines., Among Baltic sallors the years 1939 and 1940 were
called "the years everybody got & lashing" (being given a
whipping, which means & poor gituation, unemployment).

26, These are, in sum, the date on the volume of merchant gshipplng per
shipping line in the USSR for the 1940 shipping season.

27, The Five-Year Plan for the rehabilitation and development of the
USSR national economy for the years 1946-1950 provided for an
increase of frelght turnover by merchant shipping in 1950
amounting to 2.2 times the turnover in 1940 and raising it to
27.6 billion ton/miles or 51 billlion ton/kilometers. However,

. Soviet planners were way off the beam and the plan proved to
‘be entirely beyond reglization so that 1t was found necessary
to reexemine it several times by way of lowering the requirements.
Ag & matter of fact it must be admitted that one of the real
pveasons the plan was out of proportlion wes the worsening of USSR
relations with the West, especially from 1948 on, with a resultan®
gevere drop in foreign goods exchange.

28, 1In reality the freight turnover by merchant shipping in 1950
increased by 65% over that of 1940. Shipping increased
especlally fast in the Far Eastern basin, Compared to 1940,
transports in this basin inereased by 2.5 times.

29, The development of shipping in the North-Western and Far Fast
basins caused the specific volume of shipping in the Azov-Black
Sea and Caspian basins to fall off, although in 1950 1t still
represented 65% of the total transport in tons. The total
volume of freight handled by merchant shipping in 1950 consisted
of 56%% million tons (the transportation quota was fulfilled by
102.1%).

30. The total volume of freight per single shipping line in the 1950
shipping season was distributed 1in the following manner:
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Designation of Shipping Lines and Main Volume of Transports
Administrations to Whose System the in Million Tons

Shipping Lines are Attached.
(A) Shipping line "GLAFNEFTEFLOTA"

1) Casplan 0il Tanker Line "Kasptanker" 9.0
Astrakhan 01l Tanker Line "Reydtanker" 6.4
Black Sea 01l Tanker Line "Sovtanker" 2.4

Total per shipping line "GLAVNEPTEFLOTA" 17.8

(B) Shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA"

Black Sea Dry Cargo Line 8
Azov Line 2
Duna Line 3
Sochl Line 0
Caspian Dry Cargo Line "Kaspflot" 4

«e o o o @

Ul =W =

Total per shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA"

- R S S Y . s S SR S e B D S G S W U R D A R N M S SR S W e S G G 0 A S G S N A SR U MR S A S B e e e

(c) Shipping line "GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"

Baltic Line 4
Latvian Line o]
Estonlan Line 0
Murmansk Line 3
Northern Line 3

(S IR WA NV Y

- - ] - - - . - W o o - - e S e o T - o e

(D) Shipping line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA"

6.2
Sakhalin Lire 1.1
1.0

§l§ Far Eastern Line

2

3) Kamchatka~Chukotsk Line
Total per shipping line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA" 8.3
Sum total in maritime transport 56 .4

31. The volume of ton/mile merchant shipping in 1950 consisted of
20.5 billion ton/miles (38 billion ton/kilometers). This
volume was reached as a result of fulfillment of the shipping
plan quota per ton/miles by 105.5%. The average transport
distance consisted of 364 miles (674 killometers). The dry
cargo dead welght was 45.6 ton/miles per ton of dead welght
per 24 nours of operation. The oil cargo dead weight was 68.5
ton/miles per ton of dead welght per 24 hours of operation.
(The data on the utilization of the fleet were obtalned by me
from the aforementioned article by Turetskov in the "Morskoy
Flot" magazine, issue No 12, 1952.)
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32. When analyzing the distribution of the total volume of transports
per shipping line, the following should be noteds

(2) The largest volume Oof " shipping was handled on the Casplan Sea;
© ..1t consisted of 19.4 million tons or about 35% of the total
volume of merchant freight handled in 1950; 15.4 million
tons or atout 80% of all freight handled on the Casplan Sea
consisted of oill-product transports. However, even though
Caspian Sea shipping had the most important place in the
total volume of USSR maritime transports, a fairly slgnificant
reductlon in the volume of oil transports in comparison to
1940 may be noted:. This reduction amounts to about 11% and
‘may be explained mainly by the falling-off of oil drilling in
the Azerbaljan SSR in the gost-World War II years compared
to the prewar geriod of 1940, C(aspian Sea dry cargo freight
increased by 18% compared with 1940 and represented 4,0 million
tong. The increase in the volume of dry cargo was made
~ bossible mainly by putting into practice the towing of lumber
.on rafts from Astrekhan to the other ports of the Casplan Sea.
- gargo transports to Iran are of quite insignificant volume.

(v) Shipping in the Azov-Black Sea basin developed congiderably
and amounted to 17,1 million tons. In comparison with 1940,
shippinyg inereased 2.1 times. "This was due to the organization
of the Duna Shipping Line by the former Merchant Fleet

- Ninistry system. The considerable increase in the wolume of
shipping was also due to the increase of the flow of goods
requlred for the rehabilitation of the country's economy

! destroyed by the war, Finally, the increase in- the volume

. - of overseas transperts and in long distance coastal .shipping
(to Baltic Sea ports end ports of the Far Bast basin) should
be noted, As a result the volume of transports: in the
Cesplan and Azov-<Black Sea bagins in 1950 amounted to 36.5
million tons. We see here that in splte of the increase
in trangports 1n the other basins of the country the specific

“volume ¢f transports in the CaSﬁian and Azov-Black Sea

- basins went down compared to 1940, but it still made up for
65% of the total volume of maritime transports. Attention
should be glven to the considerable reduction in the volume
of oll transports in the Black Sea basin; 1t was about 29%
of the 1940 level. This 1s due to the reduction in the
production of oil in ‘the Caucasus and also to the extensive

- destruction of harbor equipment for pouring oil- into tankers,
especlally in Odessa. Part of the volume of 01l was made up
of oll from Rumania, Every year one large-tonnage tanker
(during the last years the tankers "Kreml'" ang "Yosif
Stalin™) 1s diverted to activities supplying the "Slava"
whallng expeditlon in the Antarctic area. Usually the
tanker leaves Odessa with a load of fuel angd equipment for
"the expedition in December and keeps traveling on long trips
for months at a time. The tanker usually returns to Odessa
with a cargo of whale fat taken over from the "Slava'
expeditlion. Accordingly, one heavy~-tonnage tanker (of about

- 11,000-ton capacity) is keot out of the oil transport
business for almost half the shipping season. And if on top
of that the tanker encounters particularly unfavorable
‘navigating conditions in the Antarctic, especially after
crossing the 40th "howling" and "thundering" latitude and
requires subsequent repair, losses in operating time mount
even higher.

(c) Transports in the Baltic and Northern basins rose six times
over and above the level of 1940 and amounted to 11.6 million
tons. The primary reason was that the ses borders of the USSE
were conslderably expanded in these basins after World War II.
Besides, the sea lanes and outlets from these baslns were
open after the war. The considerable growth of volume in
long-distance coastal shipping between ports of the Baltic,
Northern and Black Sea basins should also be noted,
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(d) The increase in the volume of shipping in the Far East basin

1n 1950 was equal to 2.5 times the volume in 1940. This is

. mostly explained by the rise in construction activities in
the areas of the Far East and the extreme North, and alsc by
the expansion of USSR maritime borders in the Far East.

(e) Lowering of output in operations of the oll tanker fleet in
1950 in comparison to 1940 is malnly explained by the
reduction of the volume of o0il transports while simultaneously
surplus tonnage is kept 1n operations and also by large-scale
wasteful demurrages of the tanker [leet. '

33. The 1951 shipping plan for USSR merchant shipping was carried out
per tonnage by 102.3% and the freight turnover by 8% over and
above the 1950 level. I obtained these data from the editorial
published in the "Morskoy Flot" journal No L, April 1952 issue,
which was entitled "For Exemplary Work of the Maritime Fleet in
1952."° The ton/mile volume for the 1951 shipplng season was
expected to be increased 8% over the 1950 shipping season level.
This was brought out in the "Morskoy Flot" No 2, February 1951
1ssue (editorial entitled "The Greatest Tasks of the Maritime
Fleet in 1951"), However, the transport plan in ton/miles for
the 1951 shipping season was not fulfilled
topic may be found in the ahove-mentioned
No 4, April 1952 issue editorial entitled "For Exemplary Work
of the Maritime Fleet in 1952"). I believe that the transport

plan in ton/miles was not fulfilled by a
ingly, 61.0 million tons of freight were

. (Comments on this
"Morskoy Flot" journal

margin of 2%. Accord-
handled and 21.8 billion

ton/miles reached by the USSR merchant fleet during the 1951
shipping season. In this connection the following should be kept
in mind. When commenting on operations of maritime shipping
lines in 'my earlier reports I gave approximate estimates on

the results of“their'operations‘for the 1951 shipping season
regarding transport of freight, based on the assumption that
the shipping plan would be fulfilled by 104,5-111.5%. On the
basis of this percentage the fulfilment of the plan regarding
volume of shipping in tons should have amounted %o 62.4-66.6
million tons. Since the 1951 shipping plan was fulfilled by
only 102.3%. (per ton), the figures on the estimated fulfiliment
of the plan previously glven by me are subject to correctlon,

-34; The totel volume of mérchant shipping per individual shipping
’ line for the 1951 shipping seas was distributed in the following

manner:

Designation of Shipping Lines and Main-
Administrations %o Whose System the
Shipping Lines Belong.

——————— --h——#—-—-—_————a————-—-———-—d--—--——-

(A) Shipping line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA"

- -

5) Astrakhen Ol11l Tanker Line "Reydtanker"

1) Caspilan 0il Tanker Line "Kasptanker"
'3) Black Sea Oll Tanker Line "Sovtanker"

. --.{.'-u_é—‘—'---—-—-———--—-—-————_--——

- -

- o - - o -

" Total per shipping line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA'

- - " o = ol o 0 o e

(B) Shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA™

Black Sea Dry Cargo Line

Azov Line

Duna Line ,
Sochl Line ’ ‘
Ccaspian Dry Cargo Line "Raspflot"

=W

.-_-_-....-——--.--—_-._._—----———.._---—_-'———— ke o

Total per shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA"

Volume of Transports
in Milllon Tons

- - S . Lok bt shednbadusiiad o i - - -
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(C) Shipping line "GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"

Baltic Line 4
Latvian Line 0
Estonian Line 0.
Murmansk Line 3
Northern Line 3

- " - T A - (- - ou - T - W e - - - - v

- - o . o - —— T - "t - - ———— T

(D) Shipping line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA"

Far East Line 8.2
Sakhalin Line 1.5
Kamchatsk-Chukotsk Line 1.2

Grand total for maritime transport 61.0

-------------- . . o - P 5 e S - v 3o W o [ s e e Gy - - - - -

The plan and quota for the 1951 shipping season was 22.2 bllllon
ton/miles (40.9 billion ton/kilometers). However, the plan
falled in the 1951 shipplng season. There is nothing in the

presg indicatirig the percentage of underfulfillment of the plan

for ton/mile volume, I presume the percentage of underfulflllment
amounts to roughly about 2%, which means that the volume in ton/
miles in the 1951 shipping season consisted of roughly 21.8 billion
ton/miles (40.2 billion ton/kilometers). The average dlstance of
trangports amounted to 358 miles (661 kilometers). The utilization
of the dry cargo dead welght was roughly 47.0 ton/miles per ton of
dead welght per 24 hours of operations. The oil cargo dead welght
was roughly 71.5 ton/miles per ton of dead welght per 24 hours of
operations. _

Analyzing the distribution of the total volume of freight'per
shipping line, the followlng must be noted:

(a) The largest volume was obtained in the Casplan Sea; it
consisted of 19.8 million tons or about 33% of the total
volume of merchant shipping in the 1951 shipping seagon.
Shipments of o1l products on the Casvpian made up for 15.8
million tons or 80% of all Caspian Sea shipping. In spilte
of the fact that the volume of oll freilght in the Caspian
Sea increased,thls increase cannot be explained by the
shipment of oil products from Baku and must be mainly
explained by the increase in the volume of transports of

_Tuymazy crude. from Astrakhan to Makhachkala. . .

(b) In 1951 shipments in the Azov-Black 3ea basin increased
somewhat compared to 1950 and made up 17.9% (increase over
1950 by 5%). This growth may be explained by the
reconstruction of a number of harbors, accelerated goods
exchange between several areas of the baslin and also by
an increase of shipments in long-distance coastal and
overseas shipping. The volume in the Casplan and Azov-
Black Sea basins in the 1951 shipping season consisted of
37.7 million tons or 62% of the total volume of freight
handled by USSR merchant shipping. A slight increase in
the volume of oil freight in the "Sovtanker" Shipping Line
1s also noteworthy. This growth is mainly explained by
the increased flow of oil from the Caucasus and from Rumania.
In 1951, as well as in the preceding years, one big-tonnage
tanker, for almost the entire period, had no share in
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‘transport of oil products. In December 1950 the tanker
~ figpemlt" (capacity about 11,000 tons), left Odessa with
~a load of fuel for the "SIAVA" whallng expedition stationed
in the area of the Antarctic (Soviet whaling ships usuvally
¢oncentrate in the area south of 54 degrees southern latitude
and between 18 degrees eastern jongltude and 18 degrees
. western longitude. While hunting, vessels of the expedition
_proceed as far as the 69th degree southern latitude, that is
to the Antarctic mainland). The tanker "grpeml'" arrived at
“the hunting area on 31 Jan 51. The first transfer of oll
to the expedition vessels started in the area 58 degrees
southern latitude. Subsequently, due to stormy weather,
unloading of fuel from the tanker and loading of whale fat
was carried out in the area 69 degrees southern latitude
and one degree western longltude. The area arcund the 40th
‘latitude, the "thundering" and "howling" latitude, mentloned
in my preceding chapter, 1s the stormiest area in the
Atlantic Ocean. Thils area 1g located in the southern part
of the Atlantlc ocean roughly between the 38th and 55th
~degree southern 1stitude. In a North-South direction,
 extending thousands of miles, the temperature of water and
air goes down from 20 to O degrees Celsius, Predominately
southern winds, wind force 8-9, (exceeding 18 meters per
second) reach on some occasions hurricane force up to 40
meters a second. .The waves reach a level of 6-8 meters,
pbut in a hurricane they go as high as 16 meters. After
every trip. to the Antarctic tankers are lald up for falrly
long repalr. ' ‘

(e¢) In 1951 shipping in the Baltic and Northern baslns, in com-
parison with 1950, increased 7% and conslsted of 12.4 million
tons. The increase 1s due to increased goods exchange
between the different areas of the basins and a minor increase
in long-distance coastal and overseas shipping.

(d) The shipping volume 1n the Far East basin increased considerably
in 1951. In comparlson with 1950, shipping there increased by
30% and came toO 10.9 million tons. This increase in shipping
18 explalned by large scale construction operations in the
Far East‘especially in the areas of the extreme North (Magzadar,
Chukotka, Kamchatka).

(e) The minor reduction in the distance of 1951 shipping is
explained by underfuifillment of ‘the ton/mile transport plan.

37. For the 1952 navigational season an increase in the volume of
merchant shipping per ton to 20% and per ton/mile to 12% over the
1950 volume was sat for fulfillment. Besides, 1t was provided by
the plan to lncrease tne output of the fleet in dry cargo tonnage
to 9% and im oil tanker tonnage to 10% over the 1950 output. These
data were obtained from an article written by the chief of the
fleet sector of the Plarning-Economic Section of the former
Merchant Fleet Ministry, Mr. (fnu) Turetskov. The article
appeared under the title To the Question of the Method of
Planning Maritime Transports" in the "Morskoy Flot" journal
¥o 7 in July 1952, Data on the results of fulfilling the 1952
shipping plan are not available to me. Data on the proposed
fulfillment, however, were revealed in the speech Pervukhin made
on the ocecasion of the grand session of the Moscow Soviet,

6 Nov 52, 1In this speech Pervukhin saild that in 1952 cargo
handled by merchant shilpping increased by 22% over the 1950 level.
This serves as a basis for the assumption that the shipping plan
was fulfilled by 101.8%. This percentage of fulfillment appears
realistic to me and I will take it as a basis for estimating

the shipping volume. Consequently, the volume in the 1952
shipping season consisted of 63.8 million tons and 23.4 billion
ton/miles (43.3 billion ton/kilometers).
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38, 1In the distribution of volume per individual shipping lines, I
estimate that in the 1952 shipping season volume iricreased over
1951; for the Azov Shipping Line, 50%; Duna Shipping Line, 1h4%;

Northern Shipping Line, 13.5% (reported i

39. The total volume of transports per each 8

n "Morskoy Flot" gazettes).

hipping line was

distributed 1n 1952 in the followlng manner:

Deslgnation of Shipping Lines and Maln
Administrations to Whose System the
Shipping Lines belong

rfolume of Transports
in Million Tons

(A) Shipping Line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA"

Astrakhan Shipping Line "Reydtanker"

él% Caspian 0il Tanker Line "Kasptanker”
Black Sea Shipping Line "Sovtanker”

- . ot o o D o D e T AR A D D o O S 0

Total per shipping line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA

e . o - . S - R P 0 4 0 e T e e 68 A 5SS

(B) Shipping Line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA"

Black Sea Dry Cargo Line
Azov Line :

Duna Line

Sochl Line

Caspian Dry Cargo Line "Kaspflot"

vt W

e (> o B o 0 g 0 b S8 A W A

Total per shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA"

o i o 908 o 0 O O (W T O O (A S P S e O 8 5 2

(¢) Shipping Iine "GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"

1) Baltlic Line

2) Latvian Line

3 Estonian Line
Murmansk Linc

(5) Northern Line

- . - o T - - o war R WS N T S SN W S S W

Total per shipping line "GLAVSEVZAPFLOT

o o o e S 0 0 MDA R 0 o S W - - o e =

(D) Shipping Line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA"
gli Far East Line

2) Sakhalin Line
3) Kamchatka-Chukotsk Line

-qq------u--dbm----un—un---—--n-h---ﬁaﬁ

Total per shipping line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA"

Grand total in maritime transport

e L L P L - - . D e T MV G G W W W M SN B e

40. The volume of ton/mile utilization in the

- o - - - - o - =

" 20.1

- e . - - = ) o0 o

o - - "

Al 1

- o o o - e B 0 S o S

-Ln---—-u—---—-----d‘n—

12.3

P R e e o d ol o dnd e ot

63,
| S

1952 shlppilng season

consisted of 23.l4 billion ton/miles (43,3 billlon ton/kilometers).
The average distance of transports was 340 miles (630 kilometers).

The utilization of the oil cargo dead wel

ght was 75.6 ton/miles

per ton of dead weight per 24 hours of operations.

41, Analyzihg the distribution of the tofal volume of shipping per
shipping line, the following should be noted:

(a) The greatest volume was handled in the Casplan Sea and
conslsted of 21.8 million ton or about 32% of the total

volume of merchant shipments .n the 1
0il cargo on the Casplan Sea amounts
or 79% of the total volume of freight

0~”2 shipplng season.
to 17.2 milllion tons
on the Casplan oSea.

Here a certain increase in the supply of oil from Baku mal

already be observed.
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- (b) Shipments in the Azov-Black Sea basin increased in the 1952

. shipping seascn over the 1951 shipplng season by 15% and
congisted of 20.7 million tons. This ircrease 1s explained
by the expansion of goods exchange between the areas of the
Azov-Black Sea basin and as a result of ilncreased construc-
tion activities in the Ukraine, Krym and Caucasus. The
volume of shipping in the Casplan and Azov-Black Sea basins
in the 1952 shipping season consisted of 42.5 million tons

. or 62% of the total volume of merchant frelght. A certain
.inerease in the volume of oil freight by the "Sovtanker"
Shipping Line should be noted. This 1s explained by the

“Inpcreadsed influx of oll cargo from the Caucasus and Rumanla.

~ In the 1952 shipping season the tanker "Kreml'" again serviced
the "SLAVA" whaling expedition in the southern Antarctic.

(e) Shipping in the Baltlc basin and in the North increased
‘ during the 1952 shipping season over 1951 by 13% and consistec
Cof 14.0 million tons, The increase 1s explained by increased
goods exchange between the rayons of the basins.
(¢) During the 1952 shipplng season the volume of shipping in
; the Far East basin was stepped up by 13% over 1951 and
' consisted of 12.3 million tons. The increase 1s explained
. by large scale constructlon projects in the Far East and in
‘the areas of the extreme North.

(e) Surprising 1s the lag in the growth of ton/mile utilization
. compared to the ilncrease in tons and the reduced dlstance
. traveled. This may- be explained mainly by reduced shipments
in long distance coastal shippling. o

42, 8o far 1t is possible only %o estimate the volume of shipping for
the next three years 953, 1954 and 19557 of the fifth five-year
plan by means of the figures given in the five-year plan. Start-
ing from this polnt, factual data may be obtained by research

- in the departmental Soviet press.

43. It is a known fact that the fifth five-year plan called for an
' . ‘incresgse of 55-60% in the volume of freight handled by USSR

merchant shipping in 1955 over the freight volume attalned In

~ W, The utilization of the dry cargo dead weight 1s expected to

- reach 54,0 ton/miles per ton of dead welght per 24 hours of
operation and the -utilization of the oll cargo dead welght is
expected to reach 83.0 ton/miles per ton of the dead welght
per 24 hours of operation. (These data were obtalned from an
article by the head of the fleet sector of the Planning-Economic
Section of the former Merchant Fleet Ministry, Mr Turetskov,.
published in the "Morskoy Flot"™ journal No 12 in December 1952,
under the title "Qualitative Indices on the Exploitation of the
Maritime Transport Fleet in the New Stalin Five-Year Plan."

45, Appralsal of the volume of freight handled by merchant shipping
) for the remaining years of the five-year plan will be made by
means of interpdlation and we wlll start by the assumption
that there will be one more or less yearly increase in transport
volume. In. additlon we shall presume that the task set by the
" five-year plan regarding the increase in merchant shipping in
1955, 55-60% over and above the 1950 volume, will be the same
for ton/mile utilization as well as for transports in tons.
Admittedly there are reasons to believe that by 1955 the actual
increase in ton/mile utilization will somewhat lag behind the
growth of transports in tons. It is very likely that in 1955 the
increase of freight to 55-60% in ton/miles, over and above the
1950 level, will not be obtained. These assumptions-are based
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on the results of USSR merchant transport operations from 1950
to 1952. However, at this polnt I am not golng to be. gulded by
thig assumption in making my estimate, but from here on it will
be necessary to closely follow the departmental press. of the
Merchant and River Fleet Ministry and make correctlons in my
figures whérever - necessary. : T

6. Tt should be noted also that for the remalning three years of
the five-year plan, in order to ensure fulfillment of the tasks
set by the plany transponts are expected %o expand in 1955 as
compared to 1952:

a; per ton by 27-31%,

b) per ton/mile by 36-40%.

In the estimate of the volume of transports in tons for each

remaining year of the flve-year plan (1953,1954,1955), I

consldered a yearly increase of roughly 8-9% with the view of

fulfillment of the tasks set by the filve-year plan. In the
estimate of the volume of transports in ton/miles for each
remaining year of the five-year plan (1953, 1954, 1955) I con-
sidered & yearly increase of roughly 11-12% with the view of
fulfillment of the tasks set by the five-year plan. In the
estimate of the utilization of the fleet for each remaining
year of the flve-year plan I considered a yearly increase of
2.8-3.5% with the view of fulfillment of the tasks set by the
five-year plen. ' ‘

+7. On.the'basis of my estimates I set up the following table reflect-
ing the volgmg.ofﬂmgpghantlahipping in the USSR from 1950 through

1955: o ‘ . ‘ S
Designatiohr " golume of transports in tons (millions), in billion1
bf' Transporp ton/miles,utilizatlon of dead weight ton/miles per

Indices | _one ton of dead welght, distance of transports in
el miles, per year.
N T E === 1 _________________ W ___________ S Ry
1940f 1950 1951 | 1952 1953 1954 1955
T 5.0 56.4| 61.068.8 | 74.3-75.1|80.4-81.2 | B7.4-90.2
C . average average average
4.7 81.2 88.53
/M - |12.4 20.5) 21.8 23.4 | 26.1-26.3| 28.6-29.4 31.8-32.8
average average average
1 A 26.2 29.0 32.3
T T/M o L .
C:™ T o4 6| 45.4| 47.0 [ 49.5 51.0 52.5 54.0
T/M
H:™ T 70.4} 68.5| 71.5 |75.5 77.8 80.2 83.0
M 1365 L 364 | 358 L340 L 350 354-362 | 360-364
Explanations:
T - .- Transports in tons
T/M. - Transports in ton/miles
T/M )
Cs T - Utilization of dry cargo tonnage
T/M
H: T - Utilizations of oil cargo tonnage
M ~ Transport distances in miles
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48. The increase of shipping per each year of the flve-year plan -
k compared to the preceding years is reflected by the following
datas :
———————— -h—hd——bh—m——-—m————————b—h-——q——————ﬁ-w-b—-—d——ub—-_—n-q———————~1

pesignation of . Increase in Transports Per Year in Per Cent

| IndiceS . cccemmmmge——mmem——- BT e e
1951 1952 1953 1954 1955

in %% over|in %% over|in %% over|in %% over |1n %% ovey
1950 . 1951 1952 1953 1954

———————————— a2 - rv----u-—-----———u—--——n———-"————--i—d—-——-—--—_—
Transports in ‘tons 8 13 6-9 38-9 9-10

Transports in ton/miles | 8 4 11-12 11-12 11.0-11.5
ptilization of dry cargo |3.5 5.2 3 3 2.8

dead welght v e '
ptilization of oil tankern 4 5.5 3 3 3.5
- dead welght .
. N —— R ppp——— - —————— | e e o o e s o e o e e o o o o e e e -

L9, Beginning with the total volume of transports and 1ts approximate
increase I llsted below statistics on the type of freilght per
each separate shipping line for the remaining years of the flve-
year plan. For the time belng these statistlcs are of con-
ditional value and I shall proceed to rectlfy them after receipt
of competent literature in this field ("vVodnyy Transport"
gazettes . - and journals). . The total volume of transports per each
‘separate shipping line for the 1953 shipping season will be
distributed roughly in the following manner:

Designation of Shipping Lines and Main WVOlume of Transports

Administrations to Whom the Shipping . in Million Tons

Lines Belong. : i :

o " - - - ) - - - - 5 - - - - - - - - - -

(A) Shipping Line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA"

1 caspian'Oil~Tanker Line "Kasptanker' . | 105
2) Astrakhen 01l Tenker Line "Reydtanker! . 7.5
3) Black Sea Oil Tanker Line "Sovtanker" - © 3.2
; —-—n--u-—n-——----------—-—--n--udqg——-—------n-—-—----—-——-n————-
, motal for shipping line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA" ] 21.2
R ---—-pﬂu‘u--—&pj-y-—--‘------—--.-n-u,-’i’-'éqn- - 00 e B
o ,AQB! Sbiggipg Line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA" 
(1Y Black Sea Dry Cargo Line TR o 10.7
2} A%Zov Line L . . .. 3.6
3} Duna Line 5.0
4) Sochi Line ™ . o 0.7
5) Caspian Dry Cargo Line "Kaspflot" 5.1
‘Totalrfor shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA” : 25,1
' (c) Shipping Line “GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"
1 Baltic Liﬁe 5.3
2) Latvian Line 1.0
3) Estonian Line 1.0
L) Murmansk Line 4.0
(5) Northern Line 4.0
' Totai for shipping line "GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA" 15.3
(D) Shipping Line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA"
1) Far East Line ‘ 9.5
2) Sakhalin Line 2.0
3) Kemchatkaé-Chukotsk Line A 1.6
Total_for_shipping line "GLAVDAL!FLOTA_ __J_ ______ 13.1 ..
__________ Grand_total for maritime tramspdrt_ ___ Td.T ...
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(a) The volume of ton/mile utilizatilon for the 1953 shipping season
will come to roughly 26.2 billion ton/miles (48.% billion ton/
kilometers). ) '

(b)'The‘avera'e'disténce'Will consist roughly of 350 miles (650
kilometer%. :

(¢) The utilizatlion -of -the dry cargo dead weight will amount to 51
ton/miles per ton of dead welght per 24 hours of operation.

(d) The utilization of the oll cargo dead weight will amount to
77.8 ton/miles per ton of dead welght per 24 hours of operations.

{e) Shipments in the Casplan Sea will amount ©to 23.1 million tons

- or 31% of the total volume of transports. 01l cargo over the
casplan will amount to 18 million tons or 78% of the total
. volume of transports on the Casplan Sea.

(f) Transports in the Azov-Black Sea basin will consist of 23.2
million tons or about 31% of the total volume of transports.

(g) Transports of oll products by the "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA" Shipping
Iine will consist of 21,2 million tons or 28.2% of the total
‘volume of transports.

(h) Transports in.the Baltic and Northern basins willl consist of
15.3 million tons or 20,2% of the total volume of transports.

(1) Transports in the Far Eastern basin will consist of 13.1
million tons or 17.5% of the total volume of transports.

50, The total volume cf freight among the separate shipping lines
"in the 1954 shipping season will be distributed roughly in the
following manner. ‘
Designation of Shipping Lines and Main Volume of Transports
Administrations to Whose System the in Million Tons
Shipping Lines Belong, P o ;"”“ B

11_,~'gA) Shipping Line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA"

(1) Caspian Oil Tanker Line "Kasptanker" : 11.0
2) Astrakhan Oil'Tanker<Line,?Reydtanker" 7.8
(3) Black Sea 01l Tanker Line "Sovtanker" 3.4
A o e e e ko o o o . B B i o 00 e 20 o e s e e i 123 o 2 o
Total for shipping line "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA" 22,2

o WY S0 00 W 0, T8 Oy Ty e B S B 1 0, S O G S e e oy A s B D A e S W (o W S Y g, S

' (B) Shipping Line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA" . . ..

(1) Black Ses Dry Cargo Line ... .. .. . 11.5
(2) Azov Line & - . N kb5
“(4).'Sochl Line R i ‘ : 0.8
(5) Caspian Dry Cargo TLine "Kaspflot" 5.6

Total for shipping line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA" 27.8

(c) Shipping Line ﬁGLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"

1) Baltic Iine - 8.3

2) Murmansk Line. : bh

3) Northern Line 4.4
‘Total fpr}§h1pping;}§ne_“GLAVSEVZAPFLOTAF TTIRTTTTT

K (D) Shipping Line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA

(1) Far East Line _ 10.1

23} .Sakhalin Lilne 2,2

3) Kamchatka=-Chukotsk Line 1.8

Total for shipping line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA" 1.1

grand total for maritime transport 31.2

e e s o e e o S o o S O o T e o o o o o om0 0 o o e s e e e e =

(a) The volume of ton/mile utilization during the 1954 shipping
season wlll congist of roughly 29 billion ton/miles (53.7 billion
ton/kilometers). = o v
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(b) The averaﬁe distance of transports will consist of roughly 358
“miles (644 kilometers). : '

(¢) The utilizatlion of the dry cargo dead weipht will amount roughly
to . B2.5 ton/miles per ton of dead weight per 24 hours of
opération.

(d) The utilization of the oll cargo dead welght will amount roughly
to 80,2 ton/miles per ton of the dead weight per 24 hours of
operation,

(e) Transports in the Casplan Sea will consist of roughly 24 .4
million tons or 30% of the total volume of marltime transports.
Transports of oll products over the casplan Sea will consist
of 18.8 million tons or 78% of the total volume of transports
over the Casplan Sea.

(f) Transports in the Azov-Black Sea basin will conslst of roughly
25,6 million tons or 31.5% of the total volume of transports.
The volume of transports in the Azov-Black Sea and Caspian basins
will consilst of 50 million tons or 61.5% of the total volume of
maritime transports.

(g) Transports of oil products by the "GLAVNEFRTEFLOTA" Shipping
Line will consist of 22.2 mlllion tons or 27.4% of the total
volume of transports,

(n) Transports in the Baltle and Northern basing will conslst of
17.1 million tons or 21% of the total volume of transports.

The Latvlian and Estonlan shipping lines were aspimllated by the
Baltlic Shipping Line and designated reglonal administratlions
‘(agencies) of the Baltlc Shipping Line and as a result these
1ined 1lost thelr Independent status. This was done in line with
the reorganization of merchant fleet enterprises in the Baltlic
basin in August 1953. Operatlons of these regional admlnistra-
tions are now planned and carried out alcong with operations of
the Paltic Shipping Line. - - . :

51, The total volume of shipping among the separate shipping lines
during -the 1955 shipping season will be distributed roughly in
the following_manner: :

.._..,....._—.-....-..........—.....-__.-—_—.-——____—..-_.——————_-.—--—-._—_._._.-.._—..-—___....._....

Designation of Shipping Lines and Main Volume of Transfer
Administrations  to Whose System the in Million Tons
Shipping Lines Belong. . __ _______ ... e el e —————
(A) Shipping Line. "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA"
(1) Caspian 0Ll Tanker Line "Kasptanker" 11.5
{2) Astrakhan 01l Tanker Line "Reydtanker" 8.2
(3) Black Sea 01l Tanker Line ‘§ovtanker" 3 é ______
.~ Total for Shipping‘}ine’”gLAVNEFTEELOT&i 3.3 .
(B) Shipping Line "GLAVYUZHFLOTA"
(1) Blaclk Seéa Dry Cargo Line 12.5
2y Azov. Line . .. _ . . 5.0
2 Duna Line 5.0
1) Sochi Line O.?
5y Caspian Dry Cargo Llne "gaspflot" 6.4
~ Total for shipping line "Glavyuzhflota" | 39:6 _____
(c). Shipping Line"GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"
1) Baltic Line 9.2
2) Murmansk Line 5.0
3j Worthern Line b 5 9 o
Total for. shipping line "GLAVSEVZAPFLOTAZ| _____ 19:2 -
(D) Shipping Line "GLAVDAL'FLOTA"
1) Par East.Line . 11.9
29y Sakhalin Line 2.6
3} Kamchatka-Chukotsk Line 2.1
Gota1 For shipping 1ine "GEATDALTFLOTA" [ 1T 715077 TTTTTTTC
grand total for maritlme transport 8§ § ________

SECRET

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release @ 50-Yr2013/04/30 : CIA-RDP82-00047R000400150001-9



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release @ 50-Yr2013/04/30 : CIA-RDP82-00047R000400150001-9

SECRET
-18= | 50X1

(a) The volume of ton/mile utilization during the 1955 shipping season

: will consist of approximately 32.3 billion ton/miles (58.4 billion

ton/kilometers).

(b) The average distance of transports will consist of approximately
364 miles (674 kilometers).

(¢c) The utilization of the dry cargo fleet will amount to 54 ton/miles

er ton_ of dead weight,
(4) The utilization of the o1l tanker fleet will amount to 83 ton/miles

per ton of the dead weight.

(e) The volume of transports in the Casplan Sea will consist of
roughly 26.1 million tons or 29.5% of the total volume of trans-
ports. Transports of oll products over the Casplan wlll consist
of 19.7 million tons or 75% of the total volume of transports over

" 1 22,
(£) ng g%ggmgno§€%ransports in the Azov-Black Sea basin wlll consist

of 27.8 million tons or 31.4% of the total volume of transports.
The volume of transports in the Azov-Black Sea and %aspian basins
will consist of 53.9 million tons or approximately 61% of the
total volume of tTransports.

(g) Transports of oil products by the "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA" Shipping Line

will consist of 23.3 million tong or 26,3% of the total volume of
transports.

(n) Transports in the Baltic and Northern basins will consist of 19.2
million tons or 21.6% of the total volume of transports,

(1) Transports in the Far East basin will consist of 15.7 million tons
or 17.7% of the total volume of transports.

52. The foilowing i1s a summary table of distribution of the total
© volume of frelght in tons per shlpping llne and per year:

DeslgnatIon of "Shipping fines and Main™ "~~~ Voltme of "Transports In
Administrations to Whose System the Million Tong Per Year.
Shipping Lines Belong. _____ JL2301 2220 | 1201 1902 1903 | 1907 1 1900
____________ l_____“____n_______-?-_-_-3_-P__§_J___§____-§____”Z__-_-§_
(A) System "GLAVNEFTEFLOTA"
(1) Shipping Line "Kasptanker' 9.8| 9.0] 9.0} 10.0}10.5{11.0]11.5
22 Shipping Line "Reydtanker'l 7.5| 6.4} 6.8| 7.21 7.5 7.8} 8.2
3) Shipping Line "Sovtanker" | 3.4 2,41 2.51 2.9] 3.2 3.41 3.6
» L _Totgl ) 20.7{17.8 }.18.3 1 20.1 2} 2 22_~__?§_§
(B) System "GLAVYUZHFLOTA" -
1) Black Sea Line . . 8.41] 8. 6110.7111.5]12.
2) Azov Line ' %.? 2. .8 3. .g ’ ﬁ.g .§
_E Dupa Line "~ - =~ - v3.8 E,O .§ E,Q_ 5,8“ ,gk
’ Sochl ILine -~ 0. 0.5 0.5 0. ~.7 0. Q.
5} Casplan Line . . .. 3.& 4.0 i Lo 4.6 5.1 5.6 6.2
_________________________________________ e e Lt st
..Total 8.1 ]18.7 10,1 [22.8 [ 25.1 [27.8 | 30.6
(C) System"GLAVSEVZAPFLOTA"
1) Baltic Line 0.8 4,21 4.4 4.9 5.3 | 8.3 9.2
2) Latvian Line - 0.7 O.g 0.91 1.0 - -
ﬁ ﬁstoniaﬁ %ine O— g,g o,2 0_8 ﬁ_g 4_4 5_0
urmans ne . . . . . . 5.
5) Northern Lilne ‘ O.g 3.0 %.2 L %.7 | Lo} 4,41 5.0
= S et e bl e s i PR A R ek 1 ———————————
------ Cr T e e B T Ty ety ) e S Y * SN N I s
— Motal - - = 1.9 !11.6 128 | 1470353 [37. 2 FE 5 "0 - ==l
- - i P R D e D £ R S 0 U s S -
(D) System "GLAVDAL'FLOTA" | 17T 1 T -Tﬂ _
1) Far East Line 3.3 6.2 8.2 9.0 9.5 (10,1 11.0
2) Sakhalin Line - 1.1 1.5 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.6
\3) Kemchatka-Chukotsk Iine | - | 1.0} 1.2] 1.54 1.7| 1.9f 2.1
.. rotal 3.3] 8:3710.9]12,3]13.1 14,1 15.7
Grand_botal for martiine Tleetsh o [56.4 (61,0 688 7k F B 2T HI 0
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53. “I-used the following references in compiling this report:

"Morskoy Flot" gazettes published in 1952

"Yodnyy Transport" gazettes published in 1953 (partially)
"Morskoy Flot" journals for 1950

"Morskoy Flot" journals for 1951

"Morskoy Flot" Jjournals for 1952

YRechnoy Transgport" gazettes for 1952.

YOG

54, The corresponding figures and references were selected from the
above-listed sources, |

50X1

50x1

-end-~

Enclosure (A): A Listing of the Officilal and Popular
Deslgnatlons of Merchant Shipping Lines,
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ENCLOSURE (A)

Official (statutory) and pPopular (usual) Deslgnations
of Merchant Shipping Lines in the USSR o

foicial besignation Fopular Designation
(A) The Shi ing lines of the Maln Administration of the 01l Tanker
Fleet - ﬁGf%VﬁEFTEFLOTA"
(1) The Cespian State Marltime 011 . (1) "Kasptanker" Shipping
Tanker Shipping Llne "}asptanker" Line
(2) The Astrakhan State Roddstead (2) "Reydtanker" Shipping
oil Tanker Shipping Line Line :
"Reydtanker"
(3) The Black Sea State Oil Tanker (3) "Sovtanker" Shipping
Shipping Line "sovtanker" Line

(B) The Shipping Lines of the Main Administration of the Southern
FTest and Ports - "GLAVYUZHFLOTA.

(1) The Black Sea State Dry Cargo (1) Black Sea Shilpping
Shipping Line UCHP (Black Sea
Shipping Administration)
(2) The Azov State Maritime (2) Azov sShipping Line or
Shipping Line Azov Gosmorparokhodstbo
(3) The Soviet Duna State Shipping (3) Duna Shipping Line
Line

(4) The Sochi. State Maritime Dry Goods (4) Sochi Shipping Line
Shipping Line "Kaspflot"

(5) The Caspian State Maritime Dry (5) "Kaspflot" Shipping
Cargo Shipping Line Ugaspflot" Line or Caspian
Shipping Line

(¢) The Shipping Lines of the Maln Administration of the North-
Western rieel_and Ports - T GLAVOEVZAPE LOTA™

(1) The Baltlc State Maritime Shipping (1) Baltlc Shipping Line

Line "BGMP" : or "BGMP"
(2) The Murmansk State Maritime (2) Murmansk Shipping
Line "MGMP" Line or "MGMP"
(3) The Northern State Maritime (3) Northern Shipping
Shipping Line "SGMP" Line or "SGMP"

(D) The Shipping Lines of the Main Administration of the Far-
Tastern ricet and ports = "GLAVDAL 'FLOTA™ .

(1) The Far-Fast State Marltime (1) Far-East Shipping

shipping Line Line . :
(2) The Sakhalin State Maritime () sakhalin Shipping

Shipping Line . Line
(3) The Kamchatsko-Chukotskoye State (3) Kamchatsko-

Maritime Shipping Line . . Chukotskoye Shipping

Line
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